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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

Claims 1-3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 1, line 9, "to transfer" should read -to transmit-; line 10, there is no function 
recited for "secondary electronic transmitter means"; line 1 1 , "transmitter means" has no 
antecedent basis; line 12, "said secondary transmitter" has no antecedent basis; lines 
13 and 14, "said secondary transmitters" has no antecedent basis; lines 15 and 16, 
"said primary transmitter means" has no antecedent basis; line 19, "radio transmitter" is 
indefinite and should be recited in terms of the secondary electronic transmitter means. 

In claim 2, line 1 1 , "said secondary transmitter means" has no antecedent basis; 
line 12, the phrase "radio transmission means" has no function as required in the means 
plus function format; line 16, the phrase "transmitter means" lacks function; line 17, 
"primary transmitter" has no antecedent basis; line 18, "frequency means" has no 
function; lines 19 and 20, "said radio receiver" has no antecedent basis; line 23, "said 
said" is indefinite; line 24, "transmission means" lacks function. 

In claim 3, line 1 , the phrase "an the" is indefinite; line 8, there is no function for 
the recited "electronic transmitter means"; line 9, "said transmitter" has no antecedent 
basis; lines 9-11, the phrases "the electronic receiver" and "said secondary transmitter" 
have no antecedent basis; line 12, "said secondary transmitters" has no antecedent 
basis; line 14, "said primary transmitter means" has no antecedent basis; line 15, "radio 
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receiver" has no antecedent basis; line 17, "a radio transmitter" has no antecedent 
basis. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 

USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 

obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claims 1-3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hoshen, already of record. 

Hoshen shows the electronic fence structure to monitor and confine the presence 
of an individual 24 in a given area 12 comprising 

a spatial area (cell area) in which the individual 24 is to be confined for safety 
purposes, the area having an outer perimeter enclosing the area (cell); 

a plurality of electronic sensors in the form of cell sites 1-5 dispersed around the 

perimeter of the spatial area as defined by the cell, each of the electronic sensors 
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(cell sites) having an electronic radio receiver sensitive to a designated radio 
frequency signal (predetermined frequency broadcasted by locator device 22, 
col. 4, lines 5-7); and 

secondary electronic transmitter means on each of the electronic sensors 
1-5, with each transmitter being electronically interconnected to the electronic 
receiver on each of the sensors 1-5, with each secondary transmitter on each of 
the electronic sensors having a different sending frequency than the other 
secondary transmitters, (such different sending frequency is analogous to the 
delivering of data from the sensor (cell site) to telephone switching office 1 4 to 
database system 16); 

primary electronic transmitter means 22 worn by the individual 24 in the 
area, which the primary transmitter means has a radio frequency that can be 
relayed to each radio receiver on the electronic sensor (cell sites), col. 4, lines 5- 
15; 

secondary radio receiver means 22 used by a second individual 28 to 
detect a signal from a radio transmitter on one or more of the electronic sensors 
(cell sites 1-5), col. 3, lines 40-56, col. 4, lines 24-36; 

telephonic means 14 connected to each of the sensors (cell sites 1-5) to 
relay a telephonic message to a central emergency center 16 for help whenever 
any of the electronic sensors (cell sites 1-5) are activated, col. 3, lines 39-67, col. 
5, lines 26-42. 
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It is noted that the prior art reference fails to use the claimed terms such 
as "electronic fence" and "electronic sensors". 

However, the artisan recognizes that the spatial area 12 as determined by 
cell sites 1-5 clearly defines an electronic fence that monitors and confines 
individuals. 

The artisan recognizes that each cell cite 1-5 are sensors for the 

monitoring of the individuals in the cell or spatial area 12 as well as the 

bidirectional communication of data through a telephonic apparatus 14 to a 

central emergency center as well as another individual. 

The claimed electronic sensors are analogous to the cell sites 1-5, which 

are functionally equivalent. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 3-1-06 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. The monitor of Hoshen would not need to constantly send electronic 
transmission since Hoshen suggests in the alternative that the primary electronic 
transmitter 22 worn by the individual may broadcast a radio signal for a predetermined 
period of time in response to a poll message, col. 4,lines 5-15. 

Also, database system 16 establishes a frequency of polling to indicate how 
frequently individuals must be watch, col. 6, lines 17-53. 

Accordingly, the artisan clearly realizes from the teachings of Hoshen, that once 
a poll is initiated, the individuals may be monitored on a continued or constant basis. 
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In conclusion it is felt that an electronic fence is established by cells 12 whereby 
individuals 24 and 28 within these cells are monitored by cell sites 1-5 which includes 
the conventional transmitter/receiver for relaying the monitored data from the individuals 
to an emergency center as well as receiving data from an emergency center to the 
monitored individual. The system also relays monitored information to an individual 
(adult) 24 or 28. 

The sensor as claimed reads on the reference cell cites 1-5. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DONNIE L. CROSLAND whose telephone number is 
571-272-2980. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thru, 9:30a-6:00p. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, MICHAEL HORABIK can be reached on 571-272-3068. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). _ / ^ . Y 
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